This article compares patterns of spending-both in general and for specific items-on domestic and international trips for survey participants who were interviewed from 2005 to 2013. 3 It examines levels of expenditures as well as expenditure shares (that is, the percent allocation among types of expenditures in the travel budget). It also includes analysis of trip characteristics, such as length of stay and, as noted, countries or areas visited for international trips.
Length of stay
On average, international trips are longer than domestic trips-about three times longer, regardless of year, according to figure 3. But the figure points to a surprising observation: despite the recession, the average length of stay has increased for both domestic and international trips. While the increase is small for domestic trips (about a half night), it is more than a full night for international trips. However, these results should be interpreted with caution, as they may reflect random variation across samples, some of which include more respondents who took longer trips.
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Spending on trips
The CE collects extensive amount of detail on spending on trips. Basic expenditure categories include transportation (airfare; train fare; bus fare; ship fare; and driving expenses, such as tolls, gasoline, and parking),
food (purchased at restaurants or prepared by the consumer unit 6 on the trip), alcoholic beverages (from restaurants or stores), lodging, and other items. A detailed list of these categories is included in appendix B.
Not surprisingly, international trips are more expensive than domestic trips, regardless of year. (See figure 4. ) Therefore, to demonstrate how expenditures change over time in percent terms, figure 5 consider. By contrast, except for trips to Mexico or Canada, the use of these alternatives is not likely or even possible for most international trips. In addition, the greater distances involved in international travel undoubtedly add costs to airlines, which, in turn, presumably raise international airfares.
Notes:
(1) Bus, train, and ship fares. Perhaps more interesting is that driving-related expenditures are much higher in other countries than in the United
States. While no price information, domestic or international, is collected in the CE, it may be that prices for vehicle rentals or gasoline are higher overseas. If so, this would reasonably explain at least part of the difference.
Expenditures may also be higher partly because average trip lengths are longer for international than for domestic trips, so rental or other driving costs may be incurred for more days. Whatever the reasons for the difference, only one-third to one-half of international travelers reported driving expenditures, compared with three-fourths of domestic travelers who did.
Among travel expenditures, airfares can be considered fixed costs-that is, the round-trip fare does not necessarily vary with the length of stay. However, food and lodging expenses clearly do. Therefore, it is useful to compare daily costs for these expenditures as well.
Figures 6 and 7 show that while the share of food at restaurants in the food budget is slightly larger on international than on domestic trips, the amount spent each day on both types of trips is about the same.
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However, figure 8 shows that expenditures for lodging, unlike those for food, do differ between the two types of travel. In all years, lodging expenditures per night are larger outside than inside the United States. But these values are computed for all trips of at least one night, whether or not the respondent reported a lodging expenditure. It is possible that domestic travelers are more likely to stay with friends or relatives; indeed, as figure   9 shows, the percentage of respondents reporting overnight lodging is lower for domestic than for international trips. And when the difference in percent reporting is taken into account, the previous pattern actually reversesspending per night for those who report lodging expenditures is higher, on average, for domestic than for international travel for all years except 2013, when the gap is just over $2. (See figure 10.)
Regardless, even when average domestic lodging expenditures are higher than average international lodging expenditures, the difference in lodging costs for the two types of travel is not large for most years examined (see expenditures on food, both at restaurants and prepared by the consumer unit, follow similar patterns to lodgingrising before the recession, falling during the recession, and rising again in recovery.
Another notable finding is that the shares of different expenditure categories for trips of at least one night are fairly stable over time for both domestic and international trips. For example, transportation, which is the largest major category in any year for domestic travel, accounts for between 36 and 39 percent of the travel budget each year.
Given this small variation, the analysis compares expenditure shares for the two types of trips only for the most recent year under study (2013 Because of the aforementioned small sample size for some of the countries visited, the numbers in this section should be interpreted with caution. Differences in numbers of trips from year to year may not be statistically significant.
Conclusion
This article examined travel expenditures during the recent recession and recovery period. Consistent with previous work, the analysis revealed that economic conditions affected these expenditures, generally driving them down during recession and up during recovery. However, the pattern was more pronounced for international than for domestic trips.
In addition, expenditures for domestic and international travel differed not just in total (international trips cost more, on average), but also in allocation of the travel budget. For example, lodging expenditures per night were more responsive to economic conditions-and always higher on international than on domestic trips-even though they followed similar patterns regardless of trip type. In contrast, average daily expenditures for food were both similar and stable for each type of travel. At the same time, while the shares of expenditure items were unaffected by the recession or the recovery, the share of airfares in the travel budget was much larger for international than for domestic trips.
Appendix A: About the data
Overview. The CE Interview Survey is a quarterly, rotating-panel survey consisting of about 7,000 consumer units each quarter. During the interview, travelers are asked about several characteristics of the trip or trips they have taken during the last 3 months-characteristics including destination and length of stay. For domestic trips, the interviewer records the city (or other relevant identifier) and state that the traveler visited. For international trips, the interviewer records the city, country, or other destination information (e.g., "London," "England," or "United Kingdom"), as well as the larger area of the world the traveler visited. That is, the interviewer registers whether the traveler went to Africa, Asia, Australia, Canada, the Caribbean, Central America, Europe, Mexico, the Middle East, South America, or the South Pacific. This article combines trips to some of these destinations because of lack of sample (i.e., too few trips were reported to some destinations to ensure statistical reliability).
Moreover, as noted earlier, travel to Puerto Rico is included with other travel to the Caribbean, even though Puerto
Rico is a U.S. territory, and therefore domestic. This is done because some interviewers included Puerto Rico within the Caribbean, while others identified it by state code ("PR"). Those who included it in the Caribbean identified the destination in many ways-for example, as the city visited (e.g., "San Juan"), the island itself ("Puerto Rico"), or just "Caribbean," which may or may not include Puerto Rico. Furthermore, misspellings in the recorded interview responses make it impossible to identify all trips to Puerto Rico. Therefore, it is easier to add destinations coded "PR" to the Caribbean trips than to remove Puerto Rico from the Caribbean trips. Caveats. In some cases, the number of similar trips is missing from the dataset. In these cases, the analysis retains the record but sets its value to one, because the consumer unit had to have taken at least one trip.
In a few cases, the destination of the trip was unknown. However, these cases represented only a small portion of trips reported-of the 116,238 trips reported in the 2005-2013 sample, only 90 were to unknown destinations.
Although 86 of these "unknowns" were reported in 2013, they still accounted for less than 1 percent of all trips reported that year (10,040 domestic and 691 international). These cases are excluded from the analysis.
Finally, data collected about the trips (e.g., number of nights) are "as reported." There is no editing done for consistency or correctness. This fact is particularly important for destinations visited. For example, a typographical error could result in the report of a trip to Manhattan, KY, even though "KY" should have been either "NY" or "KS."
Furthermore, counting trips to very specific destinations is difficult because of differences in nomenclature. For example, a trip to Manhattan, NY, might be listed as a trip to "New York," "New York City," "Manhattan," "Midtown,"
or any other number of names. Nomenclature differences, coupled with misspellings or typographical errors, make it impossible to compile statistics for geographic areas smaller than U.S. states or the foreign countries or areas described in this article.
Appendix B: Travel expenditures collected
Food and beverages:
Food away from home (i.e., purchased at restaurants, bars, or fast food places) 
